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MASPAR 
RESOURCE MANUAL 
I. BACKGROUND INFORMATION 


Economic growth in a country affects more than the people's standard of 
living. With economic growth comes an increase in mass political participa- 
tion, which can be explained through two concomitant structural changes within 
the society. Economic growth increases: (1) the relative number of middle and 
upper class persons, and (2) expands the organizational involvement in social 
and economic groups. 


Social class affects political participation through its influence on 
attitudes and understandings which, in turn, facilitate political activity. 
Organizational membership also produces attitudinal changes which lead to 
increased political participation. Organizations also are effective in 
mobilizing their members for political activity. MASPAR is designed to allow 
the student to explore and evaluate these and other relationships involving 
mass political participation. | 


II. RESOURCE MATERIALS 


A. Some Actual Data: Five Countries 


This simulation is based upon a study, described in the article, "Social 
Structure and Political Participation," by Nie, Powell and Prewitt which 
appeared in THE AMERICAN POLITICAL SCIENCE REVIEW in September, 1969. In that 
Study, data was gathered for five countries. This data is summarized in the 
table below, which was taken from the article. 


Class Structure 


Organizational Organization 


Nation Lower Middle Upper Density Relationship* 


USA 45% 25% bt 4 -44 (high) 
Britain == 38% 16% 497%, -31 (low) 
Germany 41% 152 39% -21 (low) 
Italy | | 32% 142% 27% ~30 (low) 
Mexico 16% 7% 20% ~23 (low) 





ee Na a ROAST AE Oe IOS Be SS RO Se 
*In simplifying the model, we have allowed only two organizational relation- 
ships: (1) a positive relationship, or (@) no relationship. Although they 
differ somewhat, as can be seen above, we have assigned each nation the same 
positive correlation (1); which means there are proportionately fewer organi- 
zation members in the lower class than in the middle. class, and that the upper 
class has the most organization members proportionately. 





en aa aes os 
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a Rates of Political Participation 


The estimated rates of political participation, as stated in the above- 
mentioned article and used for the calculations in this model, are given in 


the table below: 


Percentage of Class Involved in 
Political Participation 


Lower Class 






Organization 502 


Middle Class 





Upper Class 





602% 702 


Members participants participants participants 


Non-Members 15% 


25% 35% 


participants participants [| participants 


High 


Organizational 
Density 


Low 
Lower Mi 





No Relationship 





ddle Upper 


Social Class 


This graph can be used to illustrate 


the relationships between Organiza- 


tional Density (membership) and Social Class. The dotted line shows no rela- 


tionship between the two factors. In othe 
Spread across all social classes equally, 

relationship between Organizational Densit 
the lower class has proportionately fewer 

class and, in turn, the middle class has p 
members than the upper class, 


r words, organization members are 

The solid line shows a strong positive 
y and Social Class. In other words, 
organization members than the middle 
roportionately fewer organization 


III. DESCRIPTION OF THE MASPAR MODEL 


A. Calculations 


The model which expresses the functional relationship between the vari- 
ables operates in the following manner: 





1) First, the variables defined below are used to calculate 
the size of the six class-organization sub-groups in the 
society, i.e., the proportion of the total population 


| which is: 
° 
lower class - involved in voluntary organizations 
lower class - uninvolved in voluntary organizations 
» middle class - involved 
middle class - uninvolved 
upper class - involved 


upper class - uninvolved 
This calculation is carried out as follows: 


* If there is no positive relationship between social 
class and organizational membership, the size of 
the class is multiplied by the organizational den- 
sity. This gives the proportion of involved members 
(those belonging to organizations) for each of the 
three classes. The uninvolved proportion is the 
difference between the involved proportion and the 
Original size of the class. 


¢ If there is a positive relationship between social 
class and organizational membership, the proportion 
of involved members in each of the six classes is 
found by solving the following equations: 





Ax + By + Cz = 100M 


zex + .35 
y = ect C17 
9 where 
s A is the proportion of lower class persons 


in the society 


B is the proportion of middle class persons 
in the society 


C is the proportion of upper class persons 
in the society 








M is the organizational density (the proportion 
of organization members) 


x is the proportion of lower class persons 
who are involved in organizations 


y is the proportion of middle class persons 
who are involved in organizations 


z is the proportion of upper class persons 
who are involved in organizations 


Values for A, B and C (between 1 and 100) and M 
(between 0 and 1) have been entered by the student. 
When x, y and z have been calculated, each as a 
number between 0 and 1, then: 


Ax = lower class involved 


A — Ax lower class uninvolved 
Bx = middle class involved 
B - Bx = middle class uninvolved 


Cx 


upper class involved 


C - Cx = upper class uninvolved 


2) Each of the proportions just calculated for the six class- 
organization sub-groups in the society is then multiplied 
by the appropriate participation rate (given below). These 
participation rates were initially estimated from actual 
data drawn from the United States, Italy, Great Britain, 
West Germany and Mexico. This calculation yields the pro- 
portion of the total population of actual "political 
participants" in each group. 


Estimate of rates of political participation for the various 
mixes of social class and organizational involvement -- 


& Participants 
Lower Middle Upper 


Class Class Class 


Organization Members 50% 60% 70% 


Non-Members 15% 25% 35% 





3) The number of participants in each of the six sub-groups 
is then summed to get the Participation Index for the 


& society in general. 


4) Finally, the Underrepresentation Index is computed by 
subtracting the lower-class active participants from 
the total proportion in the lower class and dividing 
the difference by this total proportion. 


| B. Assumptions 
e 


1) Individuals vary in their political participation according 
to their social status and according to their organizational 
» involvement. 


2) Organization involvement has a stronger impact on political 
participation than does social status. 


3) This is consistent across nations: mass political participa- 
tion varies according to the proportion of citizens in the 
middle and upper classes and according to the density and 
complexity of organizational life. 


4) In other words, class structure and organizational involve- 
ment in societies determine: 


a) overall rate of participation 


b) relative amount of participation coming 
from various social groups. 





5) These relationships may be diagrammed as follows: 


Class 
Structure 
Political 
e Joint Effect Participation 
Organization 
Involvement 








IV. PROGRAM LISTING 


19 REM MASPAR - MASS POLITICAL PARTICIPATION INDEX | 

28 REM COPYRIGHT 1973, 1974 = STATE UNIVERSITY O* NEW YORK a 
33 REM DEVELOPED RY De KLASSEN AND Je MCGRATH # 
AQ REM PROGRAMMED RY Se HOLLANDER» Je MCGRATH 

S@ REM LATEST REVISION: 1/22/74 

6% DEFFNRCA=FPNSCA)*A 

70 DEFFNSCX)=SGNCSGVC%)41) 

74 PRINT 

75 PRINT" "s"MASPAR - MASS POLITICAL PARTICIPATION INDEX" 

76 PRINT | 
89 PRINT"DO YOU WANT INSTRUCTIONSC1=YESsM=NO)"3 e 
9% INPUTA 

199 PRINT 

110 ITFA=STHEN399 
120 LFA<>1THENBO 

139 PRINT'THIS PROGRAM SIMULATES LEVELS OF POLITICAL PARTICIPATION" 

149 PRINT" IN A SOCIETY AS A FUNCTION OF THE FOLLOWING FACTORS:" 


154 PRINT 

$60 -PRING" lo CGASSs STRUCTURE OF. tee SOCIETY” 

179 PRINT" UPPER» MIDDLEs LOWER" 

186 PRINT" 2 - ORGANIZATIONAL DENSITY" 
owe Paine: PERCENT OF POPULATION BELONGING TO ORGANIZATIONS" 
204 PRINT 3 ~- RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN CLASS STRUCTURE AND " 

210 PRIS’ ORGANIZATIONAL INVOLVEMENT" 


eem PRINT 
230 PRINT 
244 PRINT'THE PROPORTION QF POPULATION IN EACH CLASS" 


25@ PRINT" SHOULD RE 4 NUMRER RETWEEN FIVE AND NINETYe"” > 
269 PRINT"! THE THREE NUMBERS MUST TOTAL ONE HUNDRED." 
279 PRINT 


290 PRINT'THE ORGANIZATIONAL DENSITY “MUST RE A DECIMAL LESS THAN 2.99." 
39@ PRINT: | 





314 PRINT 

326 PRINT'EXAMPLE --" 

3384 PRINT" LOWER? 6a" 

346 PRINT" MIDDLE? 3a" 

354 PRINT" UPPER? 14° 

369 PRINT 

379 PRINTF" ORGANIZATIONAL DENSITY? .35" 

ofo. PHING 

S38A PRUN Te ok kK ROR KK OK ER OK OK KR ROK kok kok okokok kok ok kok kek ek tok eek ook km 
goo PRINT 

3940 PHINT"INPUT PROPORTION OF POPULATION IN FACH OF TH® THREE CLASSES" 
498 PRINT" LOWERS 

A410 INPUTA 

426 IFSGNCA-4)+SGVNC91-A<2THEN 4G 

439 PRINT" MIDDLE" 


440% INPUTRB 

4590 IFSGNCB-4)+SGN¢691-R)<2THENA3A 
460 PRINT" UPPER'S 

47% INPUTC 

480 IFSGNCC-4)+SGN(91-C)<2THEN464 
490 IFARSCA+B+C-1349)<-91 THENS39 , 
5996 PRINT*'THE TOTAL MUST EQUAL 143" _ 


£ 











519 





599 
AG 
619 
630 
640 

645 
559 
667 
679 
680 
699 
TBO 
714 
720 
730 
TAC 
750 
760 
770 
TED 
794 
BAA 
B10 
B20 
836 
RA 
B59 
B6G 
870 
BBG 
BOG 
940 
919 
929 
920 
940 
959 
963 
970 
989 
9940 
1939 
1910 
1929 
19395 
1949 


GOTQ 393 

PRINT 

PRINT 

PRINT'WHAT IS THE ORGANIZATIONAL DENSITY" 

INPUT 

IFM>1THFN549 

PRINT 3 
PRINT'IS THERE A POSITIVE RELATIONSHIP RBETWEEN SOCIAL CLASS" 
PRINT" AND ORGANIZATIONAL INVOLVEMENT? Ci=YESs@=NO0O)"S3 
INPUTN 

PRINT 

IF N=1 THEN 7623 

I FN<>STHEN58S9 7 
PRINT'PROPOHRTION OF TOTAL POPULATION IN FACH OF THRE SIX GROUPS" 
PRINT 

LETTI=INTCA*M+.5) 

LETT@=INTCASAkM) 

LETTS=INTCRAM+.5) 

LETT4=INTCR=-R*™ ) 

LETTS=INTCC#M+e5) 

LETT6=INTCC-Cx*) 

GOSUR1114 

PRINT 

PRINT 

GCOTO894 : 

LETX=M=- e401 7*B=- ee INGS*KC 
LETY=e99DRPNSOCX—-e 81 IEC X+e 1 TYKEFNSC2KP1-X) 
LETZ=e9D*FNSCX— 2 64194 0X%4+0e 35)*FNSC2641-X) 

PRINT 

LETTI=INTCPNR CX*A D425) 

LETTE=INTCEFNRCA-T1)+e5) 

LETTG=INTCFNAR CY*B)+-5) 

LETT4=INTCFNR(CR-T3)+- 5) 

LETTS=INTCFNRO4*C)4+-5) 

LETT6=INTCFNECC-T5)+-5) 

GOSUR1I11¢ 

PRINT 

PRINT 

PRINT'PROPORTION OF POLITICAL PARTICIPANTS IN FACH GROUP" 
PRINT 

LETT1=T1l*e5 

LETT@=Tel*eel5 

LETT3=T3*e6 

LETT4=T4*e25 

LETTS=T5xe7 


-LETT6=T6*e-35 


LETQ=T1+T2+T3+T4+T5+T6 
LET T1l=T1/0*100 
LET Te=T2/0*1A4 

LET T3=T3/Q*149 

LET T4=T4/Q*193 

LET T5=T5/0*133 

LET T6=T6/0*104 
GOSUR1114 








1454 
1469 
L476 
LAA 
1899 
110A 
1119 
1129 
1 1 31 
1140 
1159 
1164 
11798 
116% 
1196 
1249 
1214 
1220 
1239 
1240 
1254 
1269 
1273 
128A 
1296 
1349 
1314 
1329 


PRINT 
PRINT"PARTICIPATION INDEX FOR SOCIETY IS “SINTCQ+.5) 

PRINT 

PRINT'UNDERREPRESENTATION INDEX IS "S$ INTCCA-T1-T2) 44100405) 
PRINT 
GOTO1290 a | 
ORGANIZATIONALLY " 


PRIN ** s-" 

PRINT “s"INVOLVED"s "UNINVOLVED" 
PRINT 

PRINT LOWER “3A; 

LETG=Tt 

LETG1=Te 


GOSUR125¢@ 
PRINT'MIDDLE'; By» 
LETG=T3 

LETG1I=T4 
GOSUB1254 
PRINT™UPPER “3C» 
LETG=T5 
LETG1=T6 
LETG=INTC(G+e5) 
LETGI=INTC(G1+.5) 
PRINTGs G1 

RETURN 

PRINT"DO YOU WANT ANOTHER RUN C1=YESs@=NO0)"3 
INPUTM 

TPM=1 THEN375 

EIN D 








V. SAMPLE RUNS a 


POLITICAL PARTICIPATION IN FIVE NATIONS 
EE REE LUNG 





MASPAR - MASS POLITICAL PARTICIPATION INDEX 


DO YOU WANT INSTRUCTIONS(1=YES»sM%=NQ)? 1 


THIS PROGR4M SIMULATES LEVELS OF POLITICAI, PARTICIPATION 3 
¥ IN A SOCIETY AS A FUNCTION OF THE FOLLOWING FACTORS: 


1 - CLASS STRUCTURE OF THE SOCIETY : 

UPPERs MIDDLEs LOWER 

2 - ORGANIZATIONAL DENSITY 3 
PERCENT OF POPULATION RELONGING TO ORGANIZATIOVS ; 

3 ~- RELATIONSHIP RETWEEN CLASS STRUCTURE AnD 
ORGANIZATIONAL INVOLVEMENT 


THE PROPORTION OF POPULATION IN Facy CLASS 
SHOULD "KF A NUMBER RETWEEN FIVE AND NINETY. 
THE THREE NUMPERS MUST TOTAL ONE HUNDRED. 


® THE ORGANIZATIONAL PENSITY MUST BE A DFCIMAT. LESS THAN .99- 


4 





EXAMPLE -- 
3 LOWER? 60 
MIDDLE? 3A 
UPPER? 16 


ORGANIZATIONAL DENSITY? 235 


a7 
Se 
= 
= 
ES 
= 
~ 
_ 
' 











Ae yt ae 


eR OK OR kK Kk Kok kok ek RR Hee ee eo ERK So HR KE Se fe Se oe ek oe ote ote oe 

INPUT PROPORTION OF POPULATION IN EACH OF THE THRER cLassre 
LOWER? 46 
MIDDLE? 38 
UPPER? 16 

WHAT IS THE ORGANIZATIONAL DENSITY? .49 

IS THERE A POSITIVE RELATIONSHIP RETUEEN SOCIAL cLass 

AND ORGANIZATIONAL INVOLVFMENT? C1=YESsG=N0)? 1 


ORGANIZATIONALLY 


INVOLVED UNINVOLVED 
LOWER 46 17 29 
MIDDLE 38 29 18 
UPPER 16 12 4 


PROPORTION OF POLITICAL PARTICIPANTS IN EACH GROUP 


ORGANI ZATIONALLY 


INVOLVED UNINVOLVED 
LOWER 46 22 11 
MIDDLE 38 31 11 
UPPER 16 21 A 


PARTICIPATION INDEX FOR SOCIETY is = -39 
UNDERREPRESENTATION INDEX IS 29 
DO YOU WANT ANOTHER RUN CL=YESs%4=NO)? g 


READY 


10 








GERMANY 





ACK OR OR RK OR ROR RK CR RK RK EK KEK KE KEK 


INPUT PROPORTION OF POPULATION IN EACH OF THE THREF CLASSES 
LOWER? 4A 
° MIDDLE? 41 
UPPER? 15 


* WHAT IS THE ORGANIZATIONAL DENSITY? -39 
IS THERE 4 POSITIVE RELATIONSHIP RETWEEN SOCIAL CLASS 
AND ORGANIZATIONAL INVOLVEMENT? (C1=YESs@=N0)? 1 
ORGANI ZATTONALLY 
INVOLVED UNINVOLVED 
LOWER 44 12 32 


MIDDLE 41 18 23 2 
UPPER 15 9 6 = 


PROPORTION OF POLITICAL PARTICIPANTS IN EACH GROUP = 


ORGANIZATI ONALLY 
INVOLVED UNINVOLVED 





LOWER 44 17 13 

MIDDLE 41 30 16 

UPPER 15 18 6 
PARTICIPATION INDFX FOR SOCIETY IS 36 
UNDERREPRESENTATION INDEX IS 31 


DO YOU WANT ANOTHER RUN (1=YES,@=N0)? 1 
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INPUT PROPORTION OF POPULATION IN EACH OF THE THREF CLASSES 


LOWER? 54 
MIDDLE? 32 
UPPER? 14 


WHAT IS THE ORGANIZATIONAL DENSITY? .27 


[S THERE A POSITIVE RELATIONSHIP RETWEEN SOCIAL CLASS 
AND ORGANIZATIONS. INVOLUFMENT? (C1=YES»%=NO)? ! 


ORGAN IZATIONALLY 


INVOLVED UNINVOLVED 
MIDDLE 3° 11 | 


UPPER 14 7 7 


PROPORTION OF POLITICAL PARTICIPANTS IN FACH GROUP 


ORGANIZATIONALLY 


INVOLVED UNINVOLVED 
LOWER 54 rS ee 
MIDDLE -32 ae 17 
UPPER 14 16 8 


PARTICIPATION INDEX FOR SOCIETY IS 394 
UNDEEREPRESENTATION INDEX IS. 32 


DO YOU WANT ANOTHER RUN (C1L=YESs9=NO0)? 1 
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He Ue ee se oe He ete ee fe Ae ott ie Re te eee ee ae ick oi fe oie A eae efecto ok ok 


INPGT PROPORTION OF POPULATIOV IN EACH OF THE THREE CLASSES 
LOWER? 77 
MIDDLE? 16 


° UPPER? 7 
é WHAT IS THE ORGAVIZATLOVAL DENSITY? 2% 


1S “THERE & Post I TV RELATIONSHIP SETEEY SOCIAL CLASS 
AND ORGANTZSTIONSL INVOLVEMENT? Cl=SYESs%=NO)? 1 


ORGANTZATIONALLY 


INVOLVED UNINVOLVED 
LOWER TF 11 66 
MIDDLE 16 ss) 11 
UPPRA 4 3 4 


PROPORTION OF POLITICAL PARTICIPANTS IN EACH GROUP 


ORGANI ZATIONSLLY 





INVOLVED UNINVOLVED 
LOWER 77 22 AA 
MIDDLE 16 12 i3 
UPPER 7 9 6 


PARTICIPATION INDEX FOR SOCIETY 1S 25 
UNDERPEPEESENTATION INDFX IS 19 * 


DO YOU WANT ANOTHER RUN C1=YESsG=N0O)? 1 


$ 


’ * COUNTRIES WITH LARGE LOWER CLASSES HAVE SMALLER UNDERREPRESENTATION INDEXES 
BECAUSE OF STRONG VOLUNTARY ORGANIZATIONS SUCH AS THE CATHOLIC CHURCH IN MEXICO, 
THEY VOICE THE LOWER CLASS' CONCERNS AND LISTEN TO THEIR PROBLEMS. IN MASS 
MIDDLE CLASS SOCIETIES, THESE STRONG VOLUNTARY ORGANIZATIONS ARE MISSING. 
THEREFORE, INDIVIDUALS HAVE LESS REPRESENTATION IN POLITICS. 





3 





UNITED STATES 
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INPUT PROPORTION OF POPULATION IN EACH OF THE THREE CLASSFS 
= LOWER? 34 
s MIDDLE? 45 
3 UPPER? 25 


WHAT IS THE ORGANIZATIONAL DENSITY? 55 7 e 

. 1S THERE A POSITIVE RELATIONSHIP RETWEEN SOCIAL CLASS 4 
AND ORGANIZATIOVAL INVOLVEMFNT? CL=YESs@=NO)? 1 

. INVOLVED UNINVOLVED 

LOWER 30 12 | 18 


MIDDLE 45 oD 24 
Bf ig <3 She Coes 18 7 


PROPORTION OF POLITICAL PARTICIPANTS IN FACH GROUP 


Bt et pect iene Mer amr LF 


2 | ORGANIZATIONALLY 
. INVOLVED UN INVOLVED C 
LOWER 39 1A 6 
MIDDLE 45 34 11 
UPPER 25 29 6 
PARTICIPATION INDEX FOR SOCIETY IS 44 


UNDERREPRESENTATION INDEX IS 34 


DO YOU WANT ANOTHER RUN CLEYESs,@=30)? 1 
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VI. COMPARATIVE POLITICAL STATISTICS 


The following material is taken from Gabriel Almond and Sidney Verba, 
THE CIVIC CULTURE: POLITICAL ATTITUDES AND DEMOCRACY IN FIVE NATIONS. This 
is, as the title suggests, a comparative study of the political attitudes 
and conditions of the people of the United States, United Kingdom, West 
Germany, Italy, and Mexico. Much of the material is quite fascinating and 
relevant to the issues involved in MASPAR, The following data came from 
asking about 1000 people in each of the five countries these questions: 


* SUPPOSE THERE WERE SOME QUESTION THAT YOU HAD TO TAKE 
TO A GOVERNMENT OFFICE -- FOR EXAMPLE, A TAX QUESTION 
OR HOUSING REGULATION. DO YOU THINK YOU WOULD BE GIVEN 
EQUAL TREATMENT -- I MEAN, WOULD YOU BE TREATED AS WELL 
AS ANYONE ELSE? 


* IF YOU HAD SOME TROUBLE WITH THE POLICE -- A TRAFFIC 
VIOLATION MAYBE, OR BEING ACCUSED OF A MINOR OFFENSE -- 
DO YOU THINK YOU WOULD BE GIVEN EQUAL TREATMENT? THAT 
IS, WOULD YOU BE TREATED AS WELL AS ANYONE ELSE? 










Do Not 






Expect Expect Depends, 
Equal Equal Other or 
Treatment Treatment Don't Know 










Britain. 


Bureaucracy 83 
Police 









Germany 
Bureaucracy 65 9 : 26 
Police 


Italy 
Bureaucracy 53 13 34 
Police | 










Mexico 
Bureaucracy 42 50 8 
Police 32 57 10 
United States 
Bureaucracy 83 9 8 
Police 85 8 7 


These questions were asked before 1965. It would be interesting to 
compare recent U. S. statistics on political attitudes to see if there has 
been a change. 
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The data below was in answer to these questions: 


¢ IF YOU EXPLAINED YOUR POINT OF VIEW TO THE OFFICIALS, 
WHAT EFFECT DO YOU THINK IT WOULD HAVE? WOULD THEY 
GIVE YOUR POINT OF VIEW SERIOUS CONSIDERATION, WOULD 
THEY PAY ONLY A LITTLE ATTENTION, OR WOULD THEY IGNORE 
WHAT YOU HAD TO SAY? 


¢ IF YOU EXPLAINED YOUR POINT OF VIEW TO THE POLICE, 
WHAT EFFECT DO YOU THINK IT WOULD HAVE? WOULD THEY 
GIVE YOUR POINT OF VIEW SERIOUS CONSIDERATION, WOULD 
THEY PAY ONLY A LITTLE ATTENTION, OR WOULD THEY IGNORE 
WHAT YOU HAD TO SAY? 


Serious : Depends 
Consid- A Little To Be and 
eration Attention Ignored Other 


Britain 


Bureaucracy 
Police 


- Germany 
Bureaucracy 
Police 


Italy 
Bureaucracy 
Police 


Mexico 


Bureaucracy 
Police 





United States 


Bureaucracy 48 31 6 15 
Police aaa 22 ee 11 


It might be interesting to use the above four questions to survey stu- 
dent attitudes toward teachers and administrators in your school. The 
results might help to explain student apathy. The follow-up activity on 


p.-» of the THACHER MANUAL asks the student to revise these questions for 
school use. 
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VII. CLASS EXERCISE 


© 





Necessary Conditions for a Democratic Society 





Social scientists have given a great deal of thought to the question 
of the conditions necessary for a successful democratic society. While 
they have reached few conclusions, they have many hypotheses. Below is a 
list of factors or conditions considered favorable. Which do you feel are 
most important (in terms of what you have discovered from MASPAR)? Why? 


’ 
6 


1. Widespread political participation 
2. Social mobility 

3. Constitutionalism 

4. Respect for privacy 

5. Lack of polarization 

6. Individualism 

7. Respect for legitimate authority 


8. Agreement on fundamental principles 





9. Extensive group memberships 
10. Equalitarian values 
‘hi. Industrialization 
12. Willingness to compromise 
13. Public education 
14. Social and religious tolerance 


15. Respect for traditions of society 
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